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ORDER 
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B\, the Telecommunications Access Polic! Division. Wireline Competition Bureau: 

I .  'l'hc Telccomiiiunications Access Policy Division has under consideration a 
I Request for Rwien  filed by The Bridge Academy: Bridgeport, Connecticut, (Bridge Academy). 

Petitioner requests review ol'a dccision issued by the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of 
the Llniversal Service Administrative Company (Administrator).' For the reasons set forth 
belou. den), the Request for Review. 

2 .  I n  its decision. SLD denied Bridge Academy's application for universal service 
discounts in Funding Year 7001 because Bridge Academy failed to postmark its FCC Form 470 
signature certification befote the close of the filing window pursuant to program rules.' 
Pctitioner argues that S1.D should he reversed because Bridge Academy submitted the required 

1~ettc1- l iom Tinlothy Durron. The Bridge Academy. Bridgeport, Connecticut, to Federal Communications I 

( 'cmlnission tiled September 13. 2002 (Request for Review). 

Id 

I.cltei troin Scliool, and Lihrancs Division, Universal Service Administrarive Company, to Timorhy Dutron. The 
C(nd:e Academy. dated July 29, 2002 (Administrator's Decision on Appeal); see al.ro SLD website, FCC Form 470 
hliniiniini I'roccssing Standards tm Funding Year 2001. 

'IIILJ \ \w\~.s I .u i i iversaI~erv ic~~~~r~i retcr t .nce:470mps.asp>.  
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certificarioii~ within the timct'raine required by program rules.4 The record does not support this 
conclusion.' Instcad. consistent with our precedent in the WeafherSfield Order, we conclude that 
SLD's decision is supported by prcccdent and thc underlying record.6 

3 .  Further. 10 [ l ie estcnt that Bridgc Academy seeks to have its late f i led FCC Form 
470 siginturc certitication which was submitted with its SLD appeal deemed timcly filed, we 
dcny lliis requesl.' Such a decision would require a waiver of program rules. A waiver from the 
Commission is appropriate if special circuinstances warrant a deviation from the general rule, 
and  such deviation would better serve the public interest than strict adherence to the general 
rulc.s Pctirioiier has not submillcd adequate proof that the facts relating to its application present 
special circumstanccs warranting a waiver of program  rule^.^ Therefore, we affirm SLD and 
dcny the k q u e s t  [or Review 

I ~<equcs~ tor Review a t  2.  

' ,See. e f i ,  i i i  ,e 4ppiicuiioti.r o/Sicphi.t7 E Powell. Memorandum Opinion and Order, I I FCC Rcd I 1925 (1996) 
(observin: that " i f  the  Cominissinii wcrc to entertain and accept unsupported arguments that letters mailed in 
Coiiiiiiission proceedings h e r e  not delivered . , procedural havoc and abuse would result."). 

" Scr K<qiic,.vi /ui Rrmicw liy Mieciii ier~jirld Loco1 School, Fedet.al-Slare Joinr Board on Universal Service, Challges 
i o  /h(, Hnurd o/ Uirccrous Of ihc r\u/ionol Exchange Carrier Associalion, lnc., File NOS. SLD-226039, 226107 
(Wireline Coinp. Bur. rel. September 2 5 ,  2002) (Ci;earht.r,r/ie/dUrder) 

.See L.crter from Timothy Durton. The Bridge Acadcmy. to Universal Service Administrative Company, Schools 
nnd Librai.irs Division. tiled December 17. 1001 (SLD Appeal). 

Viiri i icosi C'ellztlui. I'dephotic Cci 1'. FCC, 897 T. ld  I 164. I166 (D.C. Cir. 1990); see also M'AITRadio v .  FCC, 
-I I 8 I '  Zd I 15;. I 1  59 (D.C. Cir 1069) (stating that the Commission may take into account considerations or 
Ilal~dship. equity. 0 1  inore effective implementation of overall policy on an individual basis), cerl. denied, 409 U.S 
I027 (I 972). 

" ,Sw, Ueyiic.sl/or Kei,ieri, /I! Derinuit Special School Di.wic/, //oven .School Dlsrricr No. 53-2, Maslics-Moriches- 
Sl?tr/~:l' C ~ I I ~ I I I U I I I ~ , ~  Lihrai:p, Ib!OIII7d,P Piihlic School,\, Rcading-Muhienberg A r m  Vocolional-Technical School, 
1 'c,uaille.! E.ir<,i~ipted l ' i l la,~e Schoois l+'c&/hrook School Dcparrmenr, Federol-.Pale Joint Board on Universal 
. P ~ t . v i i c .  Chuiy',s io 1I7e Buurd 111 0ireciot.s o/rhe Naiional Exchange Carrrer Associaiion, lnc., File Nos. SLD- 
2 2 7 7 7 .  SLII-26 1808, SLU-277850. SLD-265880, SIX-257325, SLD-270374. SLD-220712, CC Docket Nos. 96 

and c17-21. Order. DA 02-64? (Corn. Car. Bur. re] ,  March 19, 2001). 
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1. !\CCORDIMiLY, IT IS ORDERED, pursuant to authority delegated under 
iect ions 0.91. 0.291. 1.3. and X 7 2 2 ( a )  ol'thc Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. $9 0.91, 0.291, 1.3. 
;iiid 54727(a) .  that the Reqtiest for Review tiled by The Bridge Academy, Bridgeport, 
C'onncclicut on Scptember 13. 2002 IS DENIED. 

FEDEK4L COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSLON 

Mark G .  Seifert 
Deputy Chief, TekCJmmUniCationS Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 


